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An expression of opinion as to a matter to be decided does not disqualify a judge or indicate want of competency to hear fairly 


and decide impartially all issues.! Mere opinion which can be removed by evidence is insufficient to disqualify a judge.” An 
opinion, developed from information acquired in the course of presiding over a case, generally does not disqualify a judge from 


rendering a decision in that matter.” Moreover, a judge's expression of opinion derived from his or her participation in prior 


proceedings in a pending cause is not sufficient in itself to demonstrate disqualifying bias or prejudice,“ nor is a judge prevented 
from presiding over a case because the judge has given his or her opinion on any question in controversy and on a pending 


action in the course of previous proceedings.’ 


Caution: 


Opinions formed by the judge on the basis of facts introduced or events occurring in the course of the current proceedings, or of 
prior proceedings, do not constitute bias for a bias or partiality motion unless they display a deep-seated favoritism or antagonism 


that would make a fair judgment impossible.° 
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Observation: 


An erroneous opinion as to the merits of the case or the law relating to the proceedings is not evidence of judicial bias.’ 
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